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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 

i> This action is in response to Applicant's amendment and remarks. Claims 5, 6, 19 and 
23-27 have been cancelled by Applicant. Claims 4, 7, 10-12, 20-22 and 29-30 are presented for 
further examination. 

2> This is a final rejection. 

Response to Arguments 

3> Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 4, 7, 10-12, 20-22 and 29-30 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection necessitated by Applicant's 
amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made, 

4> Claims 4, 7, 10, 12, 20-22 and 29-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Capps, U.S Patent Publication No. 2002I0111813 ["Capps"], in view of 
Lloyd-Jones, U.S Patent Publication No. 2002I0055955 ["Lloyd-Jones"], in further view of 
Goldberg, U.S Patent Publication 2004I0008872. 
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5> As to claim 4, Capps discloses a method for automatically forwarding a digital media 
file by a first party to a second party over a communication network, said digital media file 
having at least one digital image file, comprising the steps of: 

automatically analyzing a digital image media file at a first party for determining if a 
portion of said at least one digital image file matches an image content identifier, said image 
content identifier having an associated electronic address of a second party [0011, 0012, 0014 
where Capps discloses analyzing an image to identify a person within the image]. 

While Capps does not explicitly disclose an image content identifier, such an 
identifier is obvious in light of his person-identifying (matching) functionality.. 
Furthermore, Goldberg discloses utilizing a image content identifier (facial ID) to identify 
people in images based on their ID [0142-0144]. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to have reasonably inferred that such an ID would be utilized in 
Capps' facial recognition system so as to properly identify the persons within an image. 

Capps discloses being able to communicate with the identified second party using the 
associated electronic address [0066] but does not explicitly disclose automatically forwarding 
said digital image from said first party to said electronic address of said second party over 
said communication network if said image content identifier matches a portion of said 
image. 

6> Also, it should be noted that Capps discloses the claimed invention except for 
automatically forwarding the image to the identified second party. It would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to automate 
Capps action button process so that communications to the second party are done 
automatically (instead of having the user press the button to initiate communications), since 
it has been held that broadly providing a mechanical or automatic means to replace manual 
activity which has been accomplished the same result involves only routine skill in the art. 
See In re Venner, 120 USPQJ92. 

Furthermore, Lloyd-Jones discloses automatically forwarding an image from a first 
party to an electronic address of a second party [0039]. It would have obvious to modify 
Capps' email so that it included the scanned image when it is sent to the second party. Not 
only is this process (the act of attaching an image to an email) well known and routine in the 
art, but Lloyd-Jones discloses that such functionality allows multiple images associated with 
a second party to be sent more easily [see Lloyd-Jones, 0005]. 

7> As to claim 7, Capps discloses a method for identifying images by a computer for 
communication of said images over a communication network to a designated remote 
location, comprising the steps of: 

automatically analyzing a digital image [0052]; and 

identifying a feature within said digital image by said computer using pre-established 
image content identifier having an associated electronic address at a first location [0052, 
0053]. 

Capps discloses transmitting an email to a second remote location over a 
communication network to a second remote location but does not explicitly disclose 
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automatically transmitting said image to a second remote location over a communication 
network for displaying or storing said image based on identifying said feature within said 
image. 

8> Capps discloses the claimed invention except for automatically forwarding the image 
to the identified second party. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to automate Capps action button process so that 
communications to the second party are done automatically (instead of having the user press 
the button to initiate communications), since it has been held that broadly providing a 
mechanical or automatic means to replace manual activity which has been accomplished the 
same result involves only routine skill in the art. 
See In re Venner, 120 USPQJ92. 

Furthermore, Lloyd-Jones discloses automatically forwarding an image from a first 
party to an electronic address of a second party [0039]. It would have obvious to modify 
Capps' email so that it included the scanned image when it is sent to the second party. Not 
only is this process (the act of attaching an image to an email) well known and routine in the 
art, but Lloyd-Jones discloses that such functionality allows multiple images associated with 
a second party to be sent more easily [see Lloyd-Jones, 0005]. 

9> As to claim 10, Capps discloses a system for automatically sharing of images over a 
communication network, comprising: 

obtaining at least one image identifier comprising an image content identifier and an 
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associated electronic address [0052, 0053]; and 

automatically analyzing digital images at a first location different from said 
associated electronic address for determining if the said image content identifier substantially 
matches a portion of said images [0052, 0053, 0054]. 

Capps discloses transmitting an email to a second remote location over a 
communication network to a second remote location when said images substantially match 
said image content identifier but does not explicitly disclose automatically forwarding said 
images to a second remote location over a communication network to said associated 
electronic address, 

io> Capps discloses the claimed invention except for automatically forwarding the image 
to the identified second party. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to automate Capps action button process so that 
communications to the second party are done automatically (instead of having the user press 
the button to initiate communications), since it has been held that broadly providing a 
mechanical or automatic means to replace manual activity which has been accomplished the 
same result involves only routine skill in the art. See In re Venner, 120 USPQJ92. 

Furthermore, Lloyd-Jones discloses automatically forwarding an image from a first 
party to an electronic address of a second party [0039]. It would have obvious to modify 
Capps* email so that it included the scanned image when it is sent to the second party. Not 
only is this process (the act of attaching an image to an email) well known and routine in the 
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art, but Lloyd-Jones discloses that such functionality allows multiple images associated with 
a second party to be sent more easily [see Lloyd-Jones, 0005]. 

n> As to claim 12, it does not teach or further define over the limitations recited in claim 
10. Therefore, claim 12 is also rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 10, supra . 

I2> As to claim 20, as it is a computer software products that perform the steps of the 
methods of claim 7, it does not teach or further define over the limitations recited in claim 7. 
Therefore, claim 20 are rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 7, supra . 

I3> As to claim 21, as it is a computer software products that perform the steps of the 
method of claim 4, they do not teach or further define over the limitations recited in claim 4. 
Therefore, claim 21 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 4, supra , 

I4> As to claim 22, as it is a computer software products that perform the steps of the 
method of claim 10, it does not teach or further define over the limitations recited in claim 10. 
Therefore, claim 22 is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in claim 10, supra . 

I5> As to claim 29, Capps discloses a method for automatically forwarding a digital media 
file by a first party to a second party over a communication network, said digital media file 
having at least one digital image file, comprising the steps of: 

automatically analyzing a digital image media file for determining if a portion in said 
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digital image file matches a content identifier at a first location, said image content identifier 
having an associated electronic address remote from said first location; 

While Capps discloses sending an email to a second party's associated electronic 
address, he does not explicitly disclose automatically forwarding said digital image from said 
first location to said electronic address over said communication network if said image 
content identifier is present nor does he disclose automatically updating said content 
identifier to reflect a change in said content identifier. 

i6> Capps discloses the claimed invention except for automatically forwarding the image 
to the identified second party. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to automate Capps action button process so that 
communications to the second party are done automatically (instead of having the user press 
the button to initiate communications), since it has been held that broadly providing a 
mechanical or automatic means to replace manual activity which has been accomplished the 
same result involves only routine skill in the art. See In re Venner, 120 USPQjyz* 

Furthermore, Lloyd-Jones discloses automatically forwarding an image from a first 
party to an electronic address of a second party [0039]. It would have obvious to modify 
Capps* email so that it included the scanned image when it is sent to the second party. Not 
only is this process (the act of attaching an image to an email) well known and routine in the 
art, but Lloyd-Jones discloses that such functionality allows multiple images associated with 
a second party to be sent more easily [see Lloyd-Jones, 0005]. 
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I7> In a similar field of invention (facial recognition) Goldberg discloses automatically 
updating said content identifier to reflect a change in said content identifier [0142, 0143, 0144]. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Capps facial 
recognition program with the automatic facial ID updating system disclosed by Goldberg. As 
Goldberg suggests, by updating (or "converging") multiple iterations of the facial ID, the 
process of identifying or matching a person to his facial ID becomes more precise because the 
facial ID has become more accurate. Such functionality would especially be useful in Capps' 
facial recognition program as it would increase speed and efficiency of the system. 

i8> As to claim 30, Capps discloses said content identifier is the appearance of an 
individual [0052] but does not disclose that said change comprises a change in the appearance 
of said individual. 

ig> Goldberg discloses updating a content identifier to reflect a change, said change 
comprising a change in the appearance of the individual [0142, 0143, 0144]. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Capps facial recognition program with 
the automatic facial ID updating system (converging the changes of the different images) 
disclosed by Goldberg. As Goldberg suggests, by updating (or "converging") multiple 
iterations of the facial ID, the process of identifying or matching a person to his facial ID 
becomes more precise because the facial ID has become more accurate. Such functionality 
would especially be useful in Capps* facial recognition program as it would increase speed 
and efficiency of the system. 
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20 Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Capps, Lloyd- 
Jones and Goldberg, in view of Davis et al, U,S Patent Publication 2002/0001395 ["Davis"], 

2i> Capps does not explicitly disclose the system wherein said images are forwarded to a 
fulfillment provider for providing goods and/or services with respect to said at least one 
digital image file. 

22> Davis discloses a system wherein said images are forwarded to a fulfillment provider 
for providing goods and/or services with respect to said at least one digital image file [0171, 
0172, 0173, 0174]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate 
Davis' fulfillment provider for providing imaging services to a user in Capps* photo system. 
One would have been motivated to perform such an implementation to increase the 
capability of Capps' photography system. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dohm Chankong whose telephone number is (571)272-3942. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM - 5:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton Burgess can be reached on (571)272-3949. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). 
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